The Party System
teristic effectively of English-speaking countries only, tnat
there should, broadly^speaking, be only two parties in
the State which seriously claim the attention of the elec-
torate. With some writers, indeed, this position has almost
assumed the position of an axiom; and it is strongly argued
that this is the best method of working representative
government. I believe this to be true; though it should
be added that the two-party system arises from accident
rather than from design. Certainly the two-party system
has the enormous advantages, first, that it enables the
electorate directly to choose its own Government, yand,
secondly, that it brings home the responsibility for action
taken to a determinate group of persons. In the multi-
party systems of the Continent, the choice of the Govern-
ment is transferred from the people to the elected cham-
ber; and the voters who have wished to be ruled by
M. Herriot may in fact find themselves governed by
M, Poincar^ or M. LavaL The multi-party system, more-
over, either makes for coalition government, with its
inherent erosion of principle; or for minority-govern-
ment which is always liable to be weak and, consequently,
to lack any effective clarity of purpose. If we assume that
parties seek for power that they may translate into action
the principles they profess, the more direct and decisive
the choice the electorate has to make, the better is the
function both of the electorate and of the legislature
likely to be performed.
In an interesting analysis, Mr. Ramsay Muir' lias
rejectee! this conclusion. He argues that multi-party
government has the great advantages of avoiding "violent
oscillations'* from one side to the other. It makes "reason-
able compromises and adjustments of view" both possible
and necessary. He traces the true development of the
two-party system to the evolution of its elaborate organiza-
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